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Dr. Lobdell stated that she had used viburnum prunifolium
in her practice for nearly twenty-six years. She used Hay-
den's Viburnum Compound and also the dried extract in

.capsules. She gives either the dried extract in capsules or

the fluidextract of viburnum prunifolium or combinations
with various pharmaceutic preparations. She sometimes uses
the solid extract for the convenience of the patient. She
sometimes combines it with gelsemium and helonin and some¬
times quinin. She practically always gives the viburnum
prunifolium in combination.

Q.—Now I suppose that in your earlier practice you did use, as you
say, Hayden's Viburnum Compound? A.—Yes, sir, I did.

Q.—Do you know what that is, doctor? A.—Well, in what way?
Q.—That is, what it contains? A.—Well, valerian, some valerian,

and the viburnum, and the alcohol. It was for those effects I gave it.
Q.—What kind of viburnum does it contain, do you know ? A.— 

Prunifolium, viburnum prunifolium.
Q.—Are you quite sure that Hayden's Compound contains any vibur¬

num prunifolium? A.—Well, or the opulus, which is very much the
same.

Q.—That is a different proposition. Do you know what it does
contain? A.—I do not remember definitely now. I have not used it
for about eight or ten years.

Q.—You have not used it for eight or ten years? A.—No, no, not
since the pharmaceutical houses began making more accurate prepara¬
tions; of course I have used those.

Q.—You did not consider that a very active preparation then? A.—
No, sir, it was like all our preparations until the pharmaceutical houses
perfected them.

Q.—What Hayden's Viburnum Compound contained, whether it con¬

tained viburnum prunifolium or not, you do not know, do you? A.—
Well, I know that it contained prunifolium, but I know the family
and I know the kind of drug. I know them in a general botanical
way as well.

Q.—Well, but what kind of viburnum did it contain, doctor? Do you
know what kind it contained, whether it had any viburnum prunifolium
in it or whether it had simply viburnum opulus or not? A.—It was

supposed to have viburnum prunifolium, because—
Q.—How is that? A.—It was supposed to have viburnum prunifolium

in it.
Q.—I am not asking what it was supposed to have. I am asking

whether or not you know. A.—Well, at that time the formulas were

not given essentially to the public as they are under the Pure Food Act.
Q.—Well, you do not know then whether it had any viburnum pruni¬

folium or not, do you, any viburnum prunifolium in it? A.—No, but I
do remember that it was taught that it was viburnum prunifolium. I
remember teaching it.

Q,—You remember that people supposed it had viburnum prunifolium
in it? A.—Yes, sir, it was so taught.

Q.—How is that? A.—It was so taught.
Q.—Where? A.—At the College of Medicine, in the pharmaceutical

department. I remember that very well.
Q.—Well, was the formula known in your day when you were in

college, where it was taught? A.—I beg your pardon?
q—When was it that it was so taught? A.—It was taught in 1S91

and before that when I was attending school, because I remember it
was in our dispensary and I dispensed it as assistant.

Q.—It was a secret formula, doctor, was it not? A,—I beg your
pardon?

Q.—It was a secret formula, was it not? A.—Well, I know, but then
we were taught in a general way what they contained.

Q.—I understand, but I say it was a secret formula, was it not ?
A.—At that time it was not published.

Q.—Well, is it published now? A.—I do not know. I have not paid
any attention to it in the last ten years.

Q.—All you know about whether or not there was any viburnum
prunifolium in it is the reputation? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—In connection with your use of Hayden's Viburnum Compound
of viburnum prunifolium, is your experience based upon your use of
it, that is, your opinion? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Entirely? A.—Yes, sir, in conjunction with my teaching.
Q.—What did they—what did your teaching show you? A.—That

it was a correct thing to use and belonged to the class of antispas-
modics proper for women.

Q.—And the experience which you have had in your practice has
borne that out, has it? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—So that the opinion which you have given as to the value of
viburnum prunifolium is based upon your experience? A.—Yes, sir;.
and the best of my intention in its use.

Q.—And you say that you have never used it alone, but have always
combined it with other drugs like quinin and gelsemium and drugs
of that character? A.—Except as I have used those preparations merely
dissolved in water, but of course they are the combinations.

Q.—They are the combinations? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Now do you know, doctor, what the recognized dose of viburnum

prunifolium is, of the fluidextract of viburnum prunifolium? A.—It
would be from probably fifteen drops to a teaspoonful.

Q.—From 15 drops to a teaspoonful? A.—Yes, sir, well diluted.
Q.—In other words, it is from 15 to 60 drops? A.—Yes, sir, well

diluted.
Q.—And if a teaspoonful is 60 drops it would be from 15 drops to 60

drops? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Now, don't you know that the official dose of viburnum pruni¬

folium, the fluidextract of virburnum prunifolium, is from 30 to 60
drops?

Mr. Walker:—That is objected to. I don't know that there
is any official dose. What is the official dose? Everybody
gives a different dose here. We have had all kinds of doses.

The Court :—Find out first whether there is an official dose
Mr. T. J. Scofield : Q.—Is there any such thing known as an official

dose? A.—An official dose is merely the average dosage which is put
on the bottle for the convenience of reference.

Q.—How about your pharmacopeias? Do they give any doses which
are considered official ? A.—I consider that their dosage is merely a
suggestion and not a rule.

Q.—Well, you know then what the pharmacopeia gives, do you, as.
the dosage? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—What is the dosage ?
Mr. Walker:—That is objected to.
A.—I do not know accurately.
Mr. Walker:—The pharmacopeia will show what it is.
The Witness:—What pharmacopeia do you mean?
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Well, the United States.
Mr. Walker:—That is objected to.
The Court:—The book will show.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I suppose it will.
The Witness:—That is empirical.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—If she knows what an official dose is—
The Witness:—It .is n<>t necessary to know the officiai dose. You:

always have your reason for giving it, and your indications for how
much to give.

Q.—How, then, do you determine what the dose will be? A.—On·
the age of the patient and on the condition which you are going to
relieve, whether it is an acute condition, or a chronic condition, whether
you want to have an immediate effect and a tonic effect.

Q.—So that the question in determining the dosage, the question of
the age of the patient,

 

and the effect which you wish to obtain, cuts-
a figure in the dosage? A.—Absolutely. We have a rule for it.

Q.—And also the condition of the patient that you expect to reach
by the medicine? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—So that you would not use as much with children as you would"
probably with adults or grown people? A.—Naturally.

Q.—And with young girls you would not use so much of it as you
would with married women, probably? A.—It depends on th» acute-
ness of the condition.

Q.—It depends altogether on the condition? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—So that in one condition which you might find a patient to be

in, you would give a larger dose of it— A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Than you would in others? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And that dose would range all the way from 15 drops to 60

drops? A.—I would try to give the largest dose first, and then taper-
it down.

Q.—How about the question of the trouble being acute or chronic?-
Would that make any difference? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Tell us about that, doctor? A.—Well, in an acute case where
you would want an immediate result, why you would give a much larger
dose first, and then discontinue as you got your physiological action.
If you wanted it for a chronic condition, you would try to get art
average dose which would continuously—give you a continuous effect.

Q.—Then, if I understand you, in the first case which you cited, or
in acute cases, you would vary the dose from day to day, and time ta
time, in accordance with the condition? A.—The directions would so
order.

Q.—And you would give the largest dose first? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And then taper it down as you observed the effect of the medicine,

and the condition of the patient. Is that right? A.—Yes, sir, I would
lengthen the interval of the giving of it, or the amount, either one.

Q.—Then you would depend upon the condition of the patient—
depending upon that whether or not you would lengthen the time
between your doses which are given? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—And you would also change and vary the size of the dose?"
A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Why would you do that? A.—Because we know about, in a
relative way, how much physiologically the individual will need. We try-
to correlate our knowledge of what we are giving with what the human,
body can take care of.

Q.—Then, if I understand you right, doctor, you do not think that
any medicine like viburnum prunifolium should be given in the same
doses under varying conditions, without any change, to young girls-
and married women, and women in after life, through the menopause?
A.—If an average dose was given, it would be harmless.

Q.—Do you think that it would produce results? A.—Yes, sir, it
would produce the result, yes, but it would not produce harmful results
because that is more or less limited.
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Q.—Do you think that that would be good treatment, doctor, as you
have described what constitutes good treatment? A.—If your patient—'
yes, I think it would not be bad treatment, at least it is better than
doing nothing.

Q.—In all cases? A.—Well,- I think we are just considering the aver¬
age case.

Q.—What do you mean by the average case? A.—Well, the majority
of cases which are symptomatic and not organic.

Q.—The majority that are symptomatic and not— A.—Organic.
Q.—And not organic? A.—Yes, merely functional.
Q.—In your experience, in your practice, do you find many cases

where you would want to simply give an average dose in that way
running along through the sickness, or would you want to treat it as

you have described? A.—In that class of cases because they are what
are called ambulatory cases, they merely come to the office, and go
back and forth and report. They are not bed cases. They practically
do as they please anyway.

Q.—Were you through, doctor? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—What would you call an average dose of the fluidextract of

viburnum prunifolium, as you give it? A.—Why, from five to ten
grains would have no deleterious effect.

Q.—I am speaking of the fluidextract, doctor ? A.—Oh, the fluid-
extract ?

Q.—Yes? A.—Oh, I should say the equivalent of 15 or 30 drops
would be an average dose, would be one that could be continued
indefinitely.

Dr. Lobdell stated that 15 per cent, of the diseases of the
pelvic organs require surgical treatment; that she gives
surgical treatment if the patient needs it. She never deter¬
mines on operation under a month or six weeks, during which
time the patient is under observation and examination. She
considers such an examination necessary. She examines the
patient from one to two or three times a week, before deter¬
mining the character of the treatment and this is necessary
and the patient has a right to expect it. The patient would
not know whether or not she needed an operation. Dr.
Lobdell stated that usually the patient knew that she had
something wrong but an examination of the secretions is nec¬
essary to determine the exact difficulty. Dr. Lobdell stated
that these germ conditions are easily communicated. The
witness stated that nephritis is a complication of pregnancy
which she treats. When a patient comes in, "she determines
whether the patient is pregnant. She then examines the
urine and the vaginal tract to see if there are any obstruc¬
tions or any discharges or any malformations. She con¬
siders the examination of the urine an important routine
measure.

Q.—And in that way you determine whether there is any albuminuria
there, I suppose? A.—Well, that is not important.

Q.—You say that is not important? A.—No, sir, that is not specially
important. We—we determine it and watch it, but that of itself is not
important.

Q.—What do you say? A.—We determine it and watch it, but that
of itself is not important—is not specially important.

Q.—Well, what is albuminuria? A.—It is merely a symptom—-it is
the presence of the albumin in the urine, and it may be due to a
number of things, you know.

Q.—Yes. Well, I am not referring to the mere fact that there maybe evidence of albuminuria, which you say is merely a symptom, but
isn't the rest of it important to a woman that is pregnant? A.—Well,
we have to first ascertain where it is caused. It may be merely in the
bladder, due to the presence of pus cells in the bladder; and we get
a certain per cent, in that; and we have to eliminate the bladder
albumin. That is a little different than the other. Then the kidney
albumin may be transitory. We have to watch to see if it is peculiar
to that patient. Some patients have albumin just ordinarily, and it
does not make much difference.

Q.—Do you give any treatment for it when it is a kidney condition?
A.—I give them general treatment, or a special treatment, a treatment
based on the general condition of the patient. I pay no attention to
the albumin itself, except by hygiene and general treatment.

Q.—How often do you go through that process of making an exami¬
nation of the urine? A.—Till I have determined—sometimes every day
for a week—sometimes the entire quantity that is eliminated in any
given 24 hours, and then after that at frequent intervals till I deter¬
mine— after that I just control it.

Q.—Suppose your patient's feet commenced to swell and she becomes
drowsy and has a good deal of Headache; what do you do? A.—Diet
her, put her on baths and rest.

Q.—What is that for? A.—Elimination through the skin.
Q.—You recognize the fact that the kidneys are not eliminating suffi¬

ciently, do you ? A.—If she has
—Q.—I say, you recognize the fact— A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—that the kidneys are not doing their duty— A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—their full duty to the patient? A.—Yes, sir, that they are not

equal to their burden.
Q.—Now, do they have any inflammation of the retina as a result

of that condition? A.—Oh, yes.
Q,—You determine that by such an examination? A.—No, sir—after

an ophthalmoscopic examination.
0.—Well, by some examination by some one? A.—Yes.

Q.—Don't you look on that as a serious condition, and a dangerous
condition? A.—Well, serious, but not necessarily dangerous.

Q.—Do you recognize that convulsions are liable to occur? A.—Yes,
sir, but if you are ready for them, they are not so dangerous as theyused to be.

Q.—Don't you think it would be a better thing, doctor, to prevent
them, if you can do it, rather than try to be ready for them if they
come? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—And the necessity of treatment of some kind for that condition
comes by reason of your examination— A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—from time to time, during pregnancy? A.—Yes, sir, you are
responsible for that patient's condition.

Q.—Now, in those cases, what kind of a diet do you give? A.—Oat¬
meal and milk—a very simple diet, with éliminants and anything that
will—things that would keep the skin active and keep them eliminating
freely.

Q.—You put them on what you might call a bland diet? A.— 
Yes, sir—

Q.—One that is not stimulating? A.—Sometimes stimulating, some¬
times we have to have stimulating—depending on what condition arises.

Q.—Well, it is not a stimulating diet? You do not give any stimu¬
lating diet? A.—Well, I give champagne sometimes, and things of that
sort, in those cases.

Q.—Is it not true that, as a rule, where you find patients with
nephritis, you rather put them on a thin milk diet? A.—No, not
necessarily.

Q.—Well, you do it often, don't you? A.—Nothing that will deplete
the strength or the tonic condition of the patient. We have to be
very careful to avoid that. She must have enough muscle tone for her
labor.

Q.—Doctor, don't you know, or is it not true, that in practically all
those cases which are referable to kidney conditions which manifest
themselves throughout pregnancy—kidney inflammations, that you tell
your patients to cut out all stimulating matters? A.—Well, albuminu¬
ria is not necessarily an inflammation of the kidney.

Q.—I am talking about kidney inflammations. I have passed from
the albuminuria. A.—I beg your pardon.

Q.—Don't you tell them to cut out all stimulating foods and drink?
Mr. Walker :—When ?
The Witness:—I don't recognize—in the inflammation of the kidneys

that I know of, they are all infections of the kidneys. I know of no
inflammation of the kidney not an infection.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—How is that, doctor? A.—I know of no
inflammation of the kidney not an infection.

Q.—I say, whatever you may call it, I do not care whether you call
it kidney trouble coming from infection or what—under those condi¬
tions, when women are pregnant, don't you have them cut out all
stimulating food and drinks? A.—Why, the—unless they seem to me—
if they seem to me to need anything stimulating, I don't entirely;
depending so much on their habits, you know—I have so many patientsin the foreign population, who are accustomed to those things, that I
don't make a great difference between what they are accustomed to,and what they have enforced on them, you know.

Q.—Well, suppose they are not foreign people. You say you have
a great many of them, and don't like to make too great a change in
their diet or treatment. Suppose they are not in that class. Supposethey are people who have not been accustomed to the use of those
things. Do you tell them to cut out stimulating food and drinks, or
not? A.—I prescribe the diet for them that they shall have. I write
out or give them definite details.

Q.—Won't you answer the question, doctor? Do you tell them to
eliminate stimulants, both in food or drink, or do you not? A.—I cut
out tea and coffee and things of that sort, and put them on milk diet
and on bland foods.

Q.—Do you tell them to go ahead and drink champagne and beer?
A.—No, sir, not beer; but I let them have the light wines.

Q.—Do you know what the amount of alcohol contained in light wine
is— A.—Oh, yes.

Q.—as compared with the alcohol contained in beer? A.—Of course
it is very much less, but it is a different kind. The combinations in
the fruit wines are not contraindicated, I think.

Q.—You don't mean to say—you say "contraindicated"? A.—Yes,contraindicated.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Well, is there any difference in ethylalcohol— A.—Oh, yes.
Q.—Whether it is from fruit or corn? A.—Oh, yes; I think there is.
Q.—What is the difference? A.—Well, in the fruit alcohols, it would

be by their own fermentation—
Q.—I am asking you about ethyl alcohol? A.—Well, the ethyl alco¬

hol I am only familiar with has—I have used it in—I know it is a
very high per cent, of alcohol; whereas, the fruit alcohols run about
seven to ten or twelve per cent.; even less.

Q.—Now, don't you know, doctor, that all alcohol that you get from
any wine or beer, or in any other sort of liquors, is ethyl alcohol? A.—
Probably is essentially, synthetically, but—

Q-—What is it? A.—It probably is essentially and synthetically, butit makes a great deal of difference as to how it acts, what you use it for.
Q.—Whether or not alcohol comes from grapes, or whether it comes

from corn, makes a difference in its action? A.—Yes, because youonly use just—you could drink quite a good deal of wine and get but
very little, and there would be other things with the wine that would
compensate—if you took the ethyl alcohol, you would just take a littlebit for a specific purpose.

Q.—So far as the amount of alcohol that the wine contains is con-
cerned, you get the same effect, do you not, from that alcohol, that
you get from the same amount of alcohol in some other drink? A.— 
No, I think you get a better effect.

Q.—Why is that? A.—Well, you would get the addition of theother ingredients with it.
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Q·—Doctor, I am not referring to that. I am speaking of the alcohol
effect, so far as the alcohol itself produces an effect, be that great or

small. The alcohol effect is the same from one kind of alcohol or another,
is it not—ethyl alcohol? A.—It probably would be. They are exactly
the same thing.

Q-—And I suppose the dilution, the manner in which it is conveyed
to the stomach, or the dilution, the only effect is the local effect—isn't
that true? A.—That would probably be true.

Q.—If it is much diluted, why, it does not affect the stomach, does it,
so much? A.—It is more quickly eliminated.

Q.—Well, now, when the alcohol—no matter whether it is from wine
or beer or whisky, or from Wine of Cardui, or how much it is diluted;
when it is absorbed into the blood, the quantity being the same, the
effect is the same, is it not—the alcohol effect? A.—It is not absorbed;
it is oxidized, except for about a very small per cent.

Q.—Where is it oxidized? A.—Immediately it is taken into the
circulation.

Q.—It is absorbed, is it not, before it is taken into the circulation,
or it would never get there? A.—It is not absorbed as pure alcohol.

Q.—Why? A.—Because it is mixed with the fluids of the stomach,
and whatever else may be in the stomach, and it is—it simply goes in
as part of whatever else happens to be along with it.

Q.—You do not mean to say that the juices of the stomach will
change the effect of alcohol, do you? A.—Oh, no, but it mixes with
it, and—

Q.—Yes?  .—Yes, and—
Q.—But, so far as the alcohol is there, whatever the alcohol effect is,

it is produced, is it not? A.—No, sir; because it would have either a

local or a general effect, and a local effect, if it is well diluted, would
he transitory. It would just go on very readily; whereas, if it is pure
alcohol taken in, it would have a very irritating local effect.

Q.—Now, when it enters the circulation it enters as alcohol, doesn't
it? A.—Yes, sir, it enters as alcohol.

Q.—What becomes of it then, doctor? A.—It becomes oxidized and
eliminated through the kidneys and the skin.

Q.—Where is it oxidized?
A.—In the circulation.
Q.—What does it become? A.—It ends.
Q.—What is that? A.—It simply does not—it is a neutral that has

no special, specific—
Q.—What is it broken up into, and what does it form? A.—It is

not broken up into anything; it is synthetic in itself.
Q.—It is? A.—Yes, sir, as far as I know.
Q.—Is it not burnt up in the system? A.—Sir?
Q,—I say, is it not burnt up in the system? A.—Oh, there is a

product of combustion, yes.
Q.—Is that what you mean by oxidization? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Now, what is formed by the oxidization of alcohol? A.—Carbon.
Q.—What do you say ? A.—Carbon.
Q.—What kind? A.—Just carbon. I think that the chemical—I

do not remember, but I think the chemical formula is CH—but I
don't just remember.

Q.—When you say carbon, do you mean charcoal?

Mr. Walker:—I object to that.
The Witness:—No, that is different.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—You said carbon. What is it? A.—Energy

and heat.
Q.—That is the result of the oxidization, is it not? A.—Yes, sir— 

Mr. Walker:—I object to that. It is immaterial.
The Witness—that is the result.

The Court:—I think you have gone far enough in this.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Well, I want to find out about the

alcohol and the way it goes.
The Court:—The witness has told you.
The Witness:—I am not an expert chemist.
The Court :—The witness has told you what she thought

it was.
To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—You say you are not an expert chemist?
The Witness:—No, sir.
The Court:—You were asking her what the ash is that is left.
The Witness:—There is no ash."
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Let me ask just one other question which is not

chemical, I think, your Honor.
Q.—Whatever the effect of the alcohol may be, and whatever becomes

of it after it gets into the circulation, it exercises its alcoholic effect-—
A.—There is practically none left.

Q.—before it leaves the stomach; doesn't it? A.—Yes, sir; it is a

diffusible stimulant.
Q.—It exercises its effect before it is oxidized, doesn't it? A.—Its

immediate effect
—Q.—Yes, but I say— A.—that is on the nerves, not the—

Q.—Well, it exercises its alcoholic effect before it is oxidized, doesn't
it? A.—Yes, sir, very rapidly.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Doctor, do you agree with the statement that
gonorrhea is often—or that leukorrhea is often due to gonorrhea? A.—
There is a leukorrhea which remains after gonorrhea has been treated.

Q.—Well, now, will you kindly answer the question, doctor?

Mr. Walker:—I submit that that is an answer.
The Court :—It is partially answered.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Do you agree with the statement that leukor¬

rhea is often due to gonorrhea? A.—Is often due?
Q.—Yes, often due? A.—Yes, I agree.

Q.—Well now, doctor, assuming that you have a case of leukorrhea,
which is due to gonorrhea, would you recommend the use of such a

medicine as Mr. Walker called your attention to on your direct exami¬
nation, and expect that medicine to cure the disagreeable and dis¬
gusting affliction

—

Mr. Walker:—That is objected to.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—And restore the female organs—

Mr. Walker:—Objected to.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Wait till I get through. You have so»

often asked me to do that.
Mr. Walker:—Pardon me, I thought you had finnished.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—And restore the female organs to health?"
Mr. Wulker:—Now I object to it.
The Court:—You may ask the witness her opinion, Mr.

Scofield.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Well, what would be your opinion, doctor?

A.—Any medication would be merely part of the treatment.
Q.—I did not get your answer; it is difficult to hear here. A.—Any

medication would be merely part of treatment for anything of that sort.
Q.—Well, I suppose, of course, you would tell her to keep her

bowels open and give particular attention to diet; you would do that,,wouldn't you? A.—Yes, sir, but—
Q.—You probably would tell her to take some douches, too, wouldn't

you? A.—Yes, sir; those are matters of toilet.
Q.—Yes, those are matters of toilet. But now, can you answer the

question—what do you say about that, doctor—in your opinion would
the use of such a medicine as Mr. Walker has called your attention
to, cure the disagreeable and disgusting affliction, and restore the
female organs to health?

Mr. Walker:—Now, pardon me, but—
The Witness:—We never use the word "cure," I think.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—I am using it now. I say do you think it

would cure, or wouldn't it? A.—It would not cure— ethically we
do not use the word "cure," as I understand it.

Q.—I am not finding fault with you about how you use it ethically-I am quoting it from a book that Mr. Walker called attention to. Now,
I am asking you what you would say as to the word "cure" in that
connection, and as a part of the question which I have propounded?1
 .—As a physician I would say no.

Mr. Scofield then asked the witness her opinion of certain
advice given in the Home Treatment Book for Women assum¬
ing that Wine of Cardui contains 48 drops of alcohol and the
extractives from 30 grains of carduus benedictus and 3
grains of viburnum prunifolium. Objection was made to the
question on the ground that the witness had stated that she
did not know anything about carduus benedictus.

The question was then recast omitting the carduus bene¬
dictus and objection was made to this as it eliminated one
of the contents of the medicine.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Doctor, assume that a medicinal solution-
contains the extractives from 3 grains of viburnum prunifolium extracted
in a 20 per cent, menstruum of alcohol, and that it contains also the
extractives from 30 grains of another herb or thistle, and that the
characteristic of the second herb or thistle is that of a simple bitter,,
with some slight hepatic action. I will ask you to state whether or

not, in your opinion, that tablespoonful doses of that preparation, con¬
taining 48 drops of alcohol and such extractives as this question suggests,
should be taken three or four times a day on the first approach or
sign of the coming change of life and continued throughout the entire
period?

Objection was made but overruled.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—What do you say, doctor, to that question?"

A.—Taken as it would naturally be, while the patient was also taking
food, it would have practically no deleterious—no deleterious effect.
I can see that it would have no deleterious effect.

Q.—I am not asking that doctor. I am asking you whether, in your
opinion, such a medicinal solution should be given three or four times.
a day on the first appearance of the change of life, and if it should
be continued throughout the entire term, as a regular routine, during,
the menopause?

Mr. Walker:—I object to it for the same reason.
The Court :—She may answer.

To which ruling of the Court the plaintiff, etc., excepted.
The Witness:—It is so indefinite it is impossible to answer.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Very wel^ I will ask you then—what do-

you mean by "so indefinite it is impossible to answer"? A.—In the
first place, a physician cannot conceive of the beginning of the change
of life as being a definite thing any more than the ending of a change
of life would be a definite thing. In fact, the women now-a-days don't
have change of life ; they don't fall into the habits of distress and
invalidism that was formerly the rule.

Q.—That is your experience now, is it? A.—Yes, sir; we don't evenL
call it that any more.

Q.—What do you call it now? A.—Making the turn, is the expres¬
sion used.

Q.—Making the turn? A.—Yes.
Q.—All right. Now then, doctor, I am not asking you what physi¬

cians can conceive or what they cannot conceive, but whatever they
call it, I don't care anything about that. I am asking you to assume

Downloaded From: http://jama.jamanetwork.com/ by a Yale University User  on 05/18/2015



certain things; then I am asking whether or not, in your opinion, how¬
ever they may ascertain when the change of life is approaching, or
whatever they may call it; is it your opinion, as a physician and sur¬
geon, that that solution should be given three or four times a day, every
day, as a routine proposition, to every woman, throughout the change
of life, the menopause, or the turn of life, as you call it? A.—I really
cannot answer that. It is too much of a question.

Q.—Well, you can say whether you think it ought to be done, or
whether you think it ought not, can't you? A.—I don't think it can
be given an opinion.

Q.—What is that? A.—It could not be given an opinion, because an
opinion would be purely a personal expression.

Q.—Well, that is what I am asking you. I am asking for a purelypersonal expression? A.—I don't wish to give it.
Q.—You don't wish to give it? A.—No, sir.
Q.—Why, doctor? A.—Because I have not any definite idea about

it. I would hear somebody else doing it, and have an opinion; but
just to give an opinion off-hand, I could not do it; I haven't an imagi¬
nation for it.

Q.—And you are averse then, to going on record one way or the
other? A.—I am averse to going on record.

Q.—One way or the other? Either way? A.—At all.
Q.—Now, doctor, if you had a case of a married woman who was

suffering from sterility, and the sterility was due to some abnormal
condition in the female pelvic tract; would you advise the use of such
a medicinal solution as I last described to you— A.—That would
depend on whether—

Q.—Wait a minute. —for it, without first learning the underlying
cause of the sterility? A.—If the patient came to me, I would, of
course, ascertain the cause.

Q.—What did you say? A.—If a patient came to me, I would ascer¬
tain the cause.

Q.—You would first ascertain the cause? A.—Yes, I would first
have to have the patient.

Q.—And that would be ascertained by an examination of such a
character as you might conduct? A.—Naturally.

Q.—Doctor, do you agree that sterility is sometimes due to such
wasting, weakening diseases as consumption, malaria, diabetes and
Bright's disease? A.—The vital organs are quite independent of the
accessory organs, and therefore might not necessarily be affected.

Q.—Doctor, I am not asking whether it would necessarily be affected.
I am just simply asking you—you say not necessarily; that means it
may. Now, please answer the question. Do you agree with the state¬
ment that sterility is sometimes due to such wasting, weakening diseases
as consumption, malaria, Bright's disease and diabetes? A.—It would
be in a case of tuberculosis, because menstruation itself stops rather
early in tuberculosis and—

Q.—Now, how about malaria? A.—I do not—we do not have much
malaria here. I have never had much malaria.

Q.—You have not had much experience with it? A.—No, sir.
Q.—How about diabetes? A.—Well, diabetes during the childbearing

age is fatal to that—but if the diabetes was a complication of the
pregnancy I would not know much about it—I could not tell.

Q.—How about hookworm? A.—I have only seen one case of hook¬
worm, and it did not interfere with her.

Q.—How about Bright's disease? A.—Well, it would depend on the
stage of the Bright's disease entirely.

Q.—Well now, doctor, what I am going to ask you is—I am asking
you if you think it sometimes is produced by any or all of these differ¬
ent conditions?

Mr. Walker:—I object to it on the ground it has already
been answered and explained, as to each condition.

The Court :—She may answer.
Mr. Walker:—And also that it is immaterial.
The Court:—She may answer.

To which ruling of the Court the plaintiff, etc., excepted.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Well, doctor, assume that in the Cardui—

or in Home Treatment for Women, as copyrighted by the Chattanooga
Medicine Company, and which is sent on application to women, on page
41, in the 1912 edition and in the 1913 edition, assume that it is stated
there that sterility is sometimes due to such wasting, weakening dis¬
eases as consumption, malaria, diabetes and Bright's disease; have you
an opinion—

Here plaintiff's counsel objected and, after some argument,
were sustained.

Q.—Doctor, under the heading of "Sterility" in the Home Treatment
for Women, to which I called your attention a few minutes ago, it is
said, and referring to the question of the treatment of a condition of
sterility—I read as follows: "Women suffering from wasting, weakening
diseases, such as consumption, malaria, diabetes, Bright's disease, etc.,
are often barren." Do you agree with that statement, doctor? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Will you tell the jury your opinion of the value of such a solu¬
tion as I have lastly called your attention to in effecting a cure of ste¬
rility when due to any one of the four causes mentioned in the preceding
question?

This question was objected to but the witness was per¬
mitted to answer.

A.—If it would build up the general nutrition of the patient to a
point where she would physiologically become pregnant, it would.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Doctor, just a moment. Will you please
answer the question first. I am not asking for your reasons.

Mr. Walker:—She did.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I am asking whether or not you have

an opinion.
The Court:—Well, let the answer be that she has an

opinion. Now, give the opinion, Doctor.

The Witness:—My opinion is if it built up the general nutrition of
the patient so that she became physiologically naturally pregnant, it
would.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I move to strike out the answer, if the
Court please.

The Court:—It may stand.
To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Have you an opinion as to whether or not that
solution will do that thing, whether it will build up that system in all
those diseases and conditions?

Mr. Walker:—I object to it.

.

The Court:—She may answer.
Mr. Walker:—What solution is he talking about, Judge?
The Court :—The very one the witness had in mind when

she said if it effects certain things it will be of value.
The Witness:—The last question, please.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—The question is, do you think it would build

them up if they had consumption, Bright's disease—
Mr. Walker:—That is not the question.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.— (Continuing) —malaria or diabetes? A.—It

might and it should.^
Q.—You think it would? A.—It should, if it is supposed to be,what you say—
Q.—What did.you say? A.—If it is a tonic, it should.
Q.—You think it would build them up, so that the consumptive effect,tubercular effect, would be overcome?

Mr. Walker:—That is not what she said.
The Witness:—It has been known to do it.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—What is that? A.—The tonics have beenknown to do it.
Q.—I am talking about this medicine, doctor. A.—That is, your

medicine, that is that which you have in the hypothetical—Q.—What was the medicine which I described? A.—The medicine
containing several ingredients in alcohol solution.

Q.—What were they? A.—Just in the—I don't remember just now,but I am willing to—
Q.—Oh, you don't remember. Then I don't suppose you can answer

the question. Now, doctor, you have testified to something here atpuberty, and as to the use of medicines for girls? A.—Yes, sir.Q.—You have said, haven't you, that 90 per cent, of all girls who
pass through the period of puberty, from girlhood to womanhood, gothrough it with pain and suffering? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—And then you mean, I suppose, to say by that that 10 per cent,do not? A.—Yes, sir,, about 10 per cent, do not.
Q.—The 10 per cent, go through normally and naturally? A.— Yes, sir.
Q.—A physiological process, merely? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And the other 90 per cent, go through in sickness?  .-—Well,

now, we don't call it sickness.
Q.—Very well—with pain and suffering? A.—Yes, with discomfort,Q.—Now, bearing in mind that it is purely a physiological processwith 10 per cent, of the girls who go through it without these discom¬forts, what is your opinion as to whether every girl, including the ten

per cent., should take the medicinal solution to which I called yourattention a while ago, at the time of puberty, during the whole periodof puberty? A.—Well, the period of puberty is about as indefinite asthe period of the menopause.
Q.—Well, whatever it is, what is your notion about it, if the 10

per cent, that you say-—with whom you say it is practically a physiolog¬ical action, who go through it normally, naturally, without those dis¬
comforts that the other 90 per cent, have—what is your opinion as towhether such a medicine as I described to you in the question a while
ago, should be taken by the 10 per cent, or by any of the 10 per cent,throughout all the period of puberty? A.—I don't conceive that itwould be taken by any who did not need it.

Q.—Well, that does not answer the question. What is your opinionas to whether it should be given to them during the whole period of
pregnancy—or puberty, I mean? A.—Naturally not.

Q.—You say not. Now, doctor, on the question of menorrhagia,it is said in the Ladies' Birthday Almanac of 1907, on page 23, that"Flooding is always a sign of danger." Do you agree with that? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—"The best treatment is complete rest in bed." Do you believe inthat? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—"And Wine of Cardui three times a day." Assuming that Wineof Cardui is the solution, medicinal solution to which I have directed

your attention in these inquiries which I have been making, do youbelieve that this is the best treatment in all cases of flooding, regardlessof the cause which produced the flooding? A.—I am not testifying as tothe Wine of Cardui as a medicine.
Q.—I am not asking that—

The Court:—You may assume, Madam, that the Wine ofCardui is the medicine that Mr. Scofield called your attention
to that you said would or would not have certain effects oncertain diseases.

The Witness:—-Any remedy of that kind might be tried at this timelogically.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Well now, that is not what I am askingyou, doctor. I am asking you whether or not you believe that such a

solution as that is the best treatment in all cases of flooding, regardlessof the cause which produces the flooding? A.—I don't think a physi¬cian can answer that question.
Q.—You don't? A.—No, sir.
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Q.—Who else could answer it? Do you think the Chattanooga Medi¬
cine Company with its advertising counsel could answer that question?

Mr. Walker:—That is objected to.
The Court:—Objection sustained.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Do you think that a layman, one who is not

a physician and experienced in the practice, could answer it?
Mr. Walker:—That is objected to.
The Court:—Objection sustained.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Do you think then, that a lady who was

reading an advertisement in an almanac—

The Court:—Let us not pursue that. It is not a proper
question.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Very well, your Honor.
To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Who could answer such a question, doctor?
Mr. Walker:—Objected to.
The Court:—If she knows.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—U you know.
A.—The patient herself.
Q.—The patient herself?  .—Yes.
Q.·—Could she tell what the underlying cause was of her trouble?
Mr. Walker:—-That is objected to.

' He has been over that
ground before.

The Court:—I think you have covered that.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Not with this, not on the question of

menorrhagia, your Honor.
The Court :—Very well, go ahead.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—The question is addressed specifically to

whether or not this medicinal solution is the best treatment in all cases
of menorrhagia regardless of the cause that produces the menorrhagia.
Do you think the patient could tell what the cause of the menorrhagia
or flooding might be? A.—She would have an idea as to the cause,
from her own experience, leading up to her illness.

Q.—I am asking whether she could tell the cause? A.—Sometimes,
not definitely, but—

Q.—Sometimes ? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—In all cases? A.—No, sir, all are not informed—
Q.—What are the different things that produce menorrhagia or flood¬

ing, doctor? A.—It may be constitutional or local.
Q.—Well, what are the constitutional things? A.—The constitutional

would be anything that depleted the character of the blood so that it
did not coagulate properly or that the—well, syphilis is a frequent cause,
and, of course, cancer is one of the very late causes.

Q.—What is the last thing you said there? A.—Cancer.
Q.—Cancer? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Now, I suppose, doctor, it is true that this flooding might be pro¬

duced by any one of many kinds of inflammations, might it not? A.—
Yes, sir.

Q.—It might be by endometritìs, might it not? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—By metritis? A.—Less so by metritis.
Q.—And by salpingitis? A.—Yes, salpingitis would produce it.
Q.—Ovaritis? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Pelvic cellulitis? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Pelvic peritonitis? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Inflammatory adhesions of the pelvis? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Fibroids? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Uterine polypi? A.—Yes.
Q.—And ovarian tumors? A.—Yes.
Q.—And uterine cancers? A.—Yes.
Q.—Displacements, both anteflexion and retroflexion—and anteversion

and retroflexion? A.—To some extent, yes.
Q.—Inversion? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And uterine prolapse? A.—Yes, sir, in some.

Q.—And foreign materials that might be in the uterus? A.—Yes.
Q.—Enlarging and thickening of the mucous lining of the membranes?

A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And other foreign matters? A.—Yes, sir.
Q,—Following miscarriage, for instance? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—It might be due to a retained placenta? A.—Yes.
Q.—It might be due to systemic disorders? A.—Yes, I think.
Q.—Hemophilia? A.—Yes.
Q.—Malaria? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Pellagra? A.—I am not familiar with pellagra.
Q.—Consumption ? A.—Yes.
Q.—Uterine fibrosis? A.—I beg pardon?
Q.—Uterine fibrosis? A.—Yes, sir. It is usually associated with

other forms of—
Q,—Arteriosclerosis of the vessels? A.—Yes—well, I think that is—

Mr. Walker:—I don't hear you.
Mr. Loesch:—I could not hear your answer.
The Witness:—So far as I know.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—And visceral disturbances?

Mr. Loesch:—What did you say about arteriosclerosis.
li;The Witness:—About that—well, that is not usually present until
father late in life, and you would not find it except in—

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Even though late in life, might it be due
to that? A.—If it was at the menopause—

Q.—Yes. Now, visceral disturbances, it might be due to that, mightit not— A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Such as heart disease, liver disease, kidney disease? A.—

Yes, sir.
Q.—Now then, how many cases of that kind do you think that such

a medicinal solution as I have mentioned to you would constitute the
best treatment, for the condition of flooding—without regard to which
one of these causes may have produced it—any of them? A.—It would
not be contraindicated.

Q.—I am not asking you whether it would not be contraindicated—
water would not be contraindicated, would it? I am ?sking you whether
or not now, having gone over the whole limit or line of these thingsthat might produce that flooding, whether it is your opinion that such
a medicinal solution as I have called your attention to is the best treat¬
ment in all of these cases of flooding, regardless of the cause which
produced it? A.—No, sir.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. WALKER
Q.—Are you regular—do you practice the regular school? A.—

Yes, sir.
Q.—Now, you spoke in your direct examination about the length of

time you would take in order to ascertain whether or not an operation
was necessary? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—What is the purpose of that? A.—To eliminate and exclude anyother conditions than the one which I think is the cause.

Q.—State whether or not, doctor, in this modern day, at least in the
last three or four years, there are less surgical cases than medical cases

 —

I am not asking the proportion
—

but is the tendency of medicine
to get away from surgery and to medicine?

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—What is that?
The Witness:—Yes, sir; conservation.
Mr. Walker: Q.—What was it you said about champagne; I did not

understand it. You said something in answer to counsel on the other
side, about champagne. I did not just hear what that was. A.—It is
one of the most desirable forms of alcohol that we have to use, where
we can use it, where the people can afford it.

Q.—Do you distinguish between alcohol as alcohol, and alcohol with
drugs? A.—Yes, sir, I do.

Q.—What did you mean when you said about the drugs—the com¬
pensation of drugs when used with alcohol? A.—It would offset any
disadvantages, and they were probably improved in their usefulness.

Q.—Now, doctor, is it a fact that women suffering from wasting,weakening diseases, such as consumption, malaria, diabetes or Bright's
disease, are often barren? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Isn't it a fact they are often barren when they don't suffer from
those diseases? A.—Yes, sir, it is not uncommon.

Q.—Take the medicine, the hypothetical medicine that Brother Scofield
gave you, if you remember anything about it, with viburnum and this
other stuff that had some effect, in 20 per cent, alcohol, his stuff—I
don't remember what it was—and state whether or not it would hurt the
other ten per cent, of girls at puberty, if they took it? .¿.—It would
be negligible, in my opinion.

Mr. Walker:—That is all.
Whereupon an adjournment was taken until the same day,

May 19, 1916, at 2 o'clock p. m.

May 19, 1916, Afternoon
TESTIMONY OF MR. JOHN F. BROWNELL

The court met pursuant to adjournment. Mr. John F.
Brownell was called as a witness for the plaintiff in rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Brownell testified that he lives in Franklin Parish,
Louisiana. He has known Dr. A. J. Reynolds of Fort Neces¬
sity, La., for about six years.

He has not talked with Dr. Reynolds about the testimony
in this lawsuit. He had a conversation with Dr. Reynolds
in West End Butcher shop in Winsboro, in December. The
witness stated that Dr. Reynolds told him if he knew any¬
body who was using Wine of Cardui in place of whisky, he
could get pretty good pay if he would come over here and
swear to it.

The witness says he did not tell Dr. Reynolds that he had
been selling Wine of Cardui and had to quit it and that his
wife drank it all the time. Mr. Brownell is now a farmer.
He quit merchandising in 1914. At that time he kept a siore
in Lydiaville about 8 miles from Fort Necessity. He sold
Wine of Cardui in 1912. He bought three dozen bottles in
1912 and the last bottle was sold in 1913. Later he ran a
store ju-st below Lydiaville. He has not sold Cardui since
1914. The witness knows Mark  -. Mark  - came
to his store and asked for something to drink about a year
and a half ago. Alsip M- was with him.  -, accord¬
ing to the witness, took down a bottle of Blackberry and
Ginger Tonic and took a swallow out of it. Mr. Brownell
stated that there was not a bottle of Wine of Cardui in the
store at that time. The witness identified a carton of black¬
berry and ginger tonic. The witness had three or four bot-
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ties of this in his store. Mr. Fowler read the label on the
bottle :

"Scott's Blackberry and Ginger Tonic. 22 per cent, alcohol.
For Diarrhea, dysentery, cramps in the bowels, colic and
cholera morbis. Tablespoon every three or four hours. Price
75 cents a bottle."

Attorneys for the defendants waived the cross-examination.
May 22, 1916, Morning

TESTIMONY OF MR. DANIEL COIT CAMPBELL

Mr. Daniel Coit Campbell was called as a witness for the
plaintiff in rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Daniel Coit Campbell testified that he resides in Ches¬
terfield, six miles south of Ruby. He has known Dr. Robert
M. Newsom for two or three years.

There was read to the witness the testimony of Dr. New¬
som to the effect that the witness drank Wine of Cardui, that
his· horse ran away, that he lost his right ear, that he had a

concussion, that he is paralyzed on his right side and that
he is under treatment now. Mr. Campbell stated that he
never drank Wine of Cardui. He had a runaway at a time
when he was drinking. He bought Manola. The witness
stated that his right ear was not cut off and exhibited it to
the jury. He had suffered an injury on his right side. Dr.
Newsom treated him. The witness does not even remember
smelling Wine of Cardui.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness stated that on the day of the runaway he was

mighty near drunk and had been drunk about all day. He
drank corn whisky and Manola in the morning. Manola is
a medicine. Chesterfield is in a dry state. The witness
stated that he obtained the corn whisky from J. H., a mail
carrier. He drank some with J. H. He testified that he was

driving, went around a curve fast and was thrown out of
the buggy and was unable to get up. The first thing he can
remember was somebody sewing his ear—sewing it back on.
Mr. Campbell testified that the corn whisky was given to
him. It was yellow corn whisky, as far as he remembers.

TESTIMONY OF MR. W. G. WHITE

Mr. W. G. White was called as a witness for the plaintiff
in rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. White testified that he resides in Chesterfield, S. C.
He has been in the drug business for nearly four years. He
knows Coit Campbell, the previous witness, and remembers
the incident of the runaway. Mr. White testified that on

that morning Mr. Campbell came in and bought a bottle of
Manola, about an hour and a half before the accident.

Mr. White sells Wine of Cardui in his drug store. He
has known Dr. Newsom for about five years, and testified
that the general reputation of Dr. Newsom for truth and
veracity is not good, and that he would not believe him under
oath. The witness testified Campbell had bought Manola on
previous occasions but had not bought Wine of Cardui.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

Mr. White testified that there are three drug stores in
Chesterfield. He has been working for the Chesterfield Drug
Co. Previously he worked in Timmonsville, about fifty miles
from Chesterfield. The witness graduated from the Charles¬
ton Medical College after two years' study in pharmacy. He
testified that Manola is a tonic put up by the Manola Com¬
pany in St. Louis, and that it contains 18 per cent, alcohol.

Q.—How long have you been selling Manola? A.—For several
years.

Q.—That is a dry territory, isn't it? A.—Yes.
Q.—But you sell intoxicants in violation of the law nevertheless,

do you? A.—No.
Q.—You do not? Are you allowed to sell that stuff? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—Do you sell Wine of Cardui? A.—Yes.
Q.—Do all the drug stores there sell Wine of Cardui? A.—Yes.

The witness testified that on the morning of the runaway
he saw Mr. Campbell. Mr. Campbell had been drinking.
When Campbell bought the Manola the witness had an idea
what he wanted to do with it. He did not drink it in the

store but took it outside. The accident happened in Chester¬
field about a block from the store and he went up to the
scene of the accident. He remained there just a few minutes
and went back to the store. He did not see Dr. Newsom
at the accident. He did not look over Campbell as the crowd
was so heavy around him. He saw Campbell later in the
day at the hotel.

Q.—The fact that you had sold him this Manola, if that is what
you call it, and that this accident occurred, did not *give you any
concern at all? A.—No. I had nothing to do with his drinking
it at all.

Q.—How is that? A.—I had nothing to do with him drinking it
at all.

The witness has known Dr. Newsom about five years. Dr.
Newsom was in the senior medical class when the witness
was in the senior pharmacy class. Dr. Newsom has a drug
store of his own. The drug store is in Ruby, which is about
six miles from Chesterfield.

The witness knows about thirty people in Ruby, which is
a town of about 100. He does not know the reputation of
Dr. Newsom in Ruby, where he resides, but he does know
his reputation in Chesterfield. He stated that in Chester¬
field there are three drug stores and in Ruby there is one.
There are also general stores in Ruby. He does.not recollect
any general stores where they sell Wine of Cardui.

Q.—How many people have you heard say anything up at Chester¬
field, about Dr. Newsom's reputation? A.—I do not know.

Q.—Well, about how many? A.—I don't know how many have
said it.

Q.—Who did you ever hear say anything about it? A.—I have
heard the doctors in the town.

Q.—Who? A.—Some of the doctors in the town.
Q.—What doctor? A.—Well, I don't have to say.
Q.—Well, you do have to say. I want to know who it is.
The Court:—Answer the question. A.—It was Perry.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—What Perry?  .—Vf. J. Perry.
The witness also heard Dr. Glover of Chesterfield speak of

Dr. Newsom. Mr. White came to Chicago following a visit
to Chesterfield by Miss Ervin some time ago. He has been
here two days. He was accompanied from Chesterfield by
Mr. Levy, Dr. Perry, Mr. Coit Campbell and Mr. W. A.
Watson. The witness' expenses for coming to Chicago were

paid by Mr. George T. Levy, a lawyer from Sumter. He
expects to receive compensation for his services. Mr. Levy
spoke to him about coming to Chicago.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: ß.—Who is that? When did you first talk
to Levy about it? A.—I did not talk to him till he called up over
the phone.

Q.—That was before you left Chesterfield? A.—Yes.
Q.—What did you tell the Court a while ago and this jury that

nobody ever talked to you about coming up here except Miss Ervin,
for? That was not true, was it? A.—He called me up to come.

Q.—That was not true, was it? A.—I don't know.
Q.—You don't know whether it was true or not? What is your

reputation for truth and veracity down there?

Mr. Fowler:—That is objected to.
The Court:—Objection sustained.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

The witness stated that Dr. Newsom is well known around
Chesterfield. Chesterfield is connected by a branch line with
Ruby, and also by county roads.

RECROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
The witness testified that he could not distinguish between

a reputation for truth and a reputation for veracity, and that
the reputation of Dr. Newsom was bad both for truth and
veracity.

TESTIMONY OF MR. W. A. WATSON
Mr. W. A. Watson was called as a witness for the plain¬

tiff in rebuttal.
DTRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Watson testified that he lives in Chesterfield, S. C.
He knows Dr. Newsom and Mr. J. S. McGregor. Mr.
McGregor worked in the drug store in Ruby. Dr. Newsom
had an office near the drug store. Mr. Watson stated that
neither Dr. Newsom nor Mr. McGregor had ever seen him
drinking Wine of Cardui. He has never taken a drink of
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Wine of Cardui in his life unless it was for medicine and
he did not know what it was. He did not know there was
any alcohol in it. The first time he saw a bottle of Wine of
Cardui out of the carton was about three weeks ago when he
asked to look at one to see how it looked, and after he had
heard Dr. Newsom's testimony in the trial.

The witness testified that he has never mixed any Cardui
with coca cola, and that there was never any coca cola bottles
in the drug store. He stated he had drunk glasses of coca
cola at the fountain in the drug store. He stated that the first
one who talked to him about coming to Chicago was a man
whose name he has forgotten. Later a woman talked to him
about coming to testify and then another man named Mr.
Levy who brought him here.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
Mr. Watson testified that he drinks a little sometimes and

has been drunk on occasions.
Q.—That is a dry territory down there? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—So when you get anything to drink you have either got to

get moonshine whisky or something from a drug store, haven't you?
 .—No, sir, they don't get any around there in the drug store that
I know of. I never got any from them. I never got any liquor
at any drug store there.

Q.—But you get Manola and stuff like that? A.—I have bought
some bitters of one kind or another around the drug stores.

Q.—What kind of bitters have you bought? A.—Hostetter's?
Q.—And what else? A.—Well, I believe I bought some Peruna

at another time.
Q.—What else? A.—I don't know, sir.
Q.—Well, you bought whatever there was to sell? A.—Whatever

I could find of that, some bitters of one kind or another.
Q.—Different sorts of tonics and bitters? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And you can get drunk on them all right? A.—No, sir, I

didn't particularly get drunk on that. Sometimes I would buy that
after I had been drinking liquor, drink a few bitters.

Q.—Well, you take the liquor and the bitters, and those two would
do the work, wouldn't they? A.—Well, I didn't—it didn't make me
drunk. I bought it just the same to help my. feelings a little.

Q.—Do you get the moonshine whisky down there? A.—Well, I
can order—we can order whisky down there.

Q.—I say, do you get moonshine whisky? A.—Moonshine whisky ?
Q.—Or corn whisky? A.—Corn whisky?
Q.—Yes? A.—Yes, we get corn whisky.
Q.—Where do you get that? A.—Jacksonville, Florida, or any¬

where we order it from.
Q.—Is it red or white? A,—Red or white?
Q.—Yes? A.—Either kind you order.
Q.—You get whatever you want ? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—You can get red eye or white whisky there, is that right?

A.—Oh, yes, sir.
Q.—Now, the white whisky is moonshine whisky or corn whisky,

isn't it? A.—I don't know what you call moonshine whisky.
Q.—You said you never drank Wine of Cardui that you know of,

that is right, is it? A.—Yes, sir, I never drank none that I
know of.

Q.—What is it? A.—I never drank any Wine of Cardui.
Q.—Didn't you say a while ago you didn't ever drink any that

you knew of? A.—I said I had never drank it.
Q.—Is that what you said? A.—Yes.
Q.—When you get full, do you know what you are drinking? A.—

Yes, I know what I am drinking.
Q.—All the time? A.—Yes, sir, I know what they call it.
Q.—You know what they call it? A.—I know whether it is

whisky or whether it is bitters or Cardui.
Q.—You don't know whose bitters it may be. It might be Hostet¬

ter's Bitters, or it might be Peruna? A.—It might be Hos;e:Ler's
Bitters or Peruna or whisky. I know Hostetter's Bitters and Peruna
and whisky apart. I know the difference in them.

Q.—You know them as you see them, but I say, when you are

drinking, when you are full, you don't pay much attention to what is
on the bottle? A.—Well, I think I know what I am drinking.

Q.—Well you say you generally know what you are drinking?
A.—I generally know what I am drinking.

Q.—Do you mean that? Is it true all the time you take a drink,
do you know what it is? A.—Well, I know something about it. I
claim to think I know something about what it is, you know. I
ain't no analyzer at all. I could not tell exactly, but I go by the
label that is on it.

Q.—In drinking liquors, do you get—you say you get drunk. Do
you have protracted sprees? A.—Well, I have been tight.

Q.—How long would you stay that way sometimes? A.—I take
sometimes a little nap of sleep, or something like that. I have stayed
tight off and on, a day or two.

Q.—You read, do you? A.—Read? No, sir, I got no learning.
Very little learning, can't read much.

Q.—Can you read anything? A.—I can read a little, not much.
Q.—Could you read what is on the label of the bottle? A.—

Yes, sir.
Q.—You think you could read that, could you? A.—Oh,

.

yes, I
can read anything like liquid bitters, or Hostetter's or something like
that.

Q.—Can you read "Hostetter's Bitters" and tell it by reading it?
A.—I can see it on the bottle, and know what it is.

Q.—Can you pick up a bottle— A.—No, sir, I cannot read all
that is on it.

Q.—You cannot read it all. All right. Now, can you sign your
name? A.—Yes, sir, I can, not with a pen. I am nervous, and I
ain't got no learning. I can write my name, though.

TESTIMONY OF MR. R. T. m'cREIGHT
Mr. R. T. McCreight was called as witness for the plaintiff.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
Mr. R. T. McCreight testified that he is in the drug business

in Ruby, S. C. Dr. Newsom is president of the drug com¬
pany, and has been since 1911. Mr. McCreight owns the
controlling interest in the drug company. He is secretary and
treasurer and carries on the business. He generally has one
clerk.

The witness does not know of selling Wine of Cardui to
W. A. Watson. He may have sold some to Loney Watson.
He does not recall selling any to Coit Campbell. He has not
sold coca cola in bottles. The only purchase of Wine of
Cardui which he remembers was twelve dozen bottles pur¬
chased when he first came to the drug store in 1913. The last
of that twelve dozen were sold three or four days before he
came to Chicago as a witness. Mr. McCreight is a brother-
in-law of Mr. McGregor.

Q.—I read you this, testified to by McGregor: "Do you know about
how much of it he sold a month? Answer. Why, he would sell
something like a gross. He would buy it in twelve dozen bottles at
a time, a gross at a time. Question: A gross at a time, and how
long would a gross last, how soon would he sell it? Answer: About
30 days as I remember." Now, is that true or not?

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I object to the form of that question.
Mr. Fowler: Q.—State whether or not there was sold in this store

over a gross of bottles of Wine of Cardui, within 30 days?
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—That is objected to.
Mr. Fowler: Q.—Or within 45 days.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—That is objected to.
The Court:—What is the objection?
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—If he wants to ask him how much was

sold, I don't object to it.
Mr. Fowler:—I am contradicting your witness.
The Court:—What is the most that you ever sold in any one month?

A.—We have not sold anything like a gross. I think we average
something like five or six bottles a week maybe.

Dr. Newsom told the witness that his testimony (Dr. New-
som's) had been published in The Journal.

Mr. Fowler:—What did he say about the testimony, as there given?
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—That is objected to, if the Court please.Mr. Fowler:—I will state to your honor what I desire.
The Court :—He may answer.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
Mr. Fowler: Q.—Go ahead. A.—He told me that he had read

his testimony, and he did not realize that he had testified to what
he had, until he read his testimony.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Now, if the Court please, I move to
strike out his answer.

The Court:—On what ground?
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Because it is hearsay, and no founda¬

tion laid for it, and it is highly improper, in my judgment.
The Court:—Why, very frequently hearsay evidence is

made use in impeachment of a witness.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—It is entirely immaterial, if the Court

please.
The Court :—Well, the weight of it is a question for the

jury. He said he did not realize what he testified to—what
he did.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
Mr. Fowler: Q.—Did he state to you in what respect he did not

realize what he testified to?

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I object to that, if the Court please,
because that is hearsay, it is immaterial, and no foundation
laid for it.

The Court:—State what the doctor said about his testi¬
mony.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I object to the Court's question.
To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.

The Witness:—Well' he—sir, he told me how he was sorry that he
brought the Ruby Drug Company into it—
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Mr. Fowler:—Brought who into it? A.—Ruby Drug Company and
myself. He told me that it worried him more than anything that
had ever happened in his life.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Now then, I move to strike out all that
Dr. Newsom is supposed to have said.

The Court:—Is that all he said?
The Witness:—That is about all I remember.
The Court :—That answer may stand.

To which ruling of the Court the defendants, etc., excepted.
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

Mr. T. J. Scofield asked that everything that the witness
stated that Dr. Newsom is supposed to have said be stricken
out on the ground that it is hearsay. The Court stated that
it was immaterial and ruled that it might stand.

Mr. McCreight stated that he did not remember selling any
Wine of Cardui to Coit Campbell, but his clerk may have
sold some. He has sold Wine of Cardui to Loney Watson.
He does not know how many bottles the clerk may have sold.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

The witness identified a signature as the genuine signature
of Dr. Newsom. Mr. Fowler endeavored to introduce an
affidavit made by Dr. Newsom since leaving Chicago after
testifying for the defendant. The Court ruled that this
could not be introduced.

TESTIMONY OF MR. SPENCER SELLERS

Mr. Sellers was called as witness for the plaintiff in
rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Spencer Sellers testified that he resides in Ruby, S. C.
His wife's name is Louise. His business is farming. He
knows Dr. Newsom, who treated his wife about three years
ago for female trouble. Dr. Newsom made several visits.
He did not operate on her. Mrs. Sellers has taken Wine of
Cardui, the last time about eighteen months ago. She has
taken eight bottles, the witness stated, on the advice of Dr.
R. M. Newsom. She took the Wine of Cardui according
to the directions on the bottle. The witness stated that Dr.
Newsom told him to get the Wine of Cardui and give it to
his wife. This Dr. Newsom did in his drug store in Ruby.
The witness stated "she was regular and her periods were
scanty." He has been married eight years. He stated that
his wife was apparently well when she quit taking Wine of
Cardui and has been well ever since. The witness has never
seen his wife drink Wine of Cardui from the bottle. She
would take a tablespoonful three times a day.

The attorneys for the defendant waived the cross-
examination.

TESTIMONY OF DR. W. J. PERRY
Dr. W. J. Perry was called as a witness for the plaintiff

in rebuttal.
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Dr. W. J. Perry testified that he resides in Chesterfield,
S. C He has been a practicing physician since 1905. He
knows Dr. R. M. Newsom. He considers his reputation for
truth and veracity in the community where he resides as bad,
and he would not believe him on oath.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
Dr. Perry stated that Dr. Newsom sometimes practices in

Chesterfield, but his home is in Ruby. Dr. Perry used to do
a good deal of practice in Ruby. He has known Dr. Newsom
four or five years. Dr. Perry stated that he does both emer¬
gency surgery and medicine. He has been practicing medicine
since 1900. He was licensed to practice in 1905. He practiced
five years before he was licensed. He is a graduate of the
Atlanta College of Physicians and Surgeons in 1900. He
could not get a license to practice medicine based on that
graduation. He took the state board examination in 1905.

Q.—But you had been practicing five years in violation of thelaw?  .—Well, if—
Q.—Answer the question. You either had or had not been prac¬ticing five yca/s in violation of the law? A.—Yes, sir, I suppose I had.Mr. Poxvlcr:—Now, explain, doctor.
The Witness:—Sir?

 Mr. Fowler:—If you have any explanation to make, make it.Mr. T. J. Scofield:—Well now, I was asking him—

Mr. Fowler:—He started to explain a moment ago, and you
stopped him.

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—H there is anything else you want to
say, say it.

The Witness:—Well, there was no objection raised—there was no
objection raised from the profession.

Q.—Yes. Nobody kicked about it? A.—No, sir.
Q.—So you went ahead and practiced medicine in violation of

the law? A.—Yes, sir, I suppose you would call it violation of
the law.

Q.—Now, do you mean to say by that that the state officials did
not catch you at it; is that what you mean to say? A.—Well, I did
not try to hide it.

Q.—You never were prosecuted, anyway? A.—No, sir, I was not
prosecuted.

The witness knows Dr. Newsom. He has met him two
or three times in consultation. Once he called Dr. Newsom
in, and once Dr. Newsom called him in. He cannot remem¬
ber exactly when. Probably some three or four years ago.
He has not been an associate of Dr. Newsom socially or other¬
wise for the last year or two.

Q.—Are you on good terms with Dr. Newsom? A.—Now?
Q.—Yes? A.—I speak to him, yes.
Q.—That is not what I ask you. I asked you if you were on good

terms with him? A.—Well, we greet each other—speak when we
pass. I cannot say that I love him.

Q.—Do you know whether he loves you? A.—I don't expect he
does.

Q.—You don't expect he does? A.—No.
Q.—The fact is that there is some sort of grievance between you

and Dr. Newsom, is there not? I am not asking what it is, I am
asking you if that is not the fact? A.—Well, I did not think he
treated me right in the case I met him on.

Q.—I did not ask you to tell what it was. I say you are mad
at Dr. Newsom, are you? A.—Mad with him?

Q.—Mad at him, angry at him, or with him? A.—No, sir, I am not
angry at him.

Q.—You are not angry with him? A.—No, sir.
Q.—You were, were you not? A.—At one time I was worried

about some things I had heard him state, yes.

The witness then gave the names of persons whom he had
heard say things about the reputation of Dr. Newsom for
truth and veracity. He mentioned Mr. R. D. McCreight, Mr.
J. D. McGregor, Rev. A. B. Smith of Wexford, Dr. Funder-
buck of Mt. Croghan ; Mr. Wiley Watson, Dr. Vaughan atMcBee ; Dr. Ingram at McBee, and Coit Campbell.

The witness stated that he had a falling out with Dr. New¬
som three or four years ago and that he has heard the
majority of these things since that time. He stated that Dr.
Newsom has a very good practice, and that he does not
think Dr. Newsom has a larger practice than any other doctor
practicing around there. The witness testified that Miss
Ervin asked something about Dr. Newsom. The witness
understands that Miss Ervin represents the Chattanooga
Medicine Company. He first saw Miss Ervin five or six
weeks ago. Mr. Levy arranged for the witness to come to
Chicago.

The witness is president of the Chesterfield Drug Co. This
drug company sells Hostetter's Bitters, Peruna, Wine of
Cardui, Manola and the whole line.

The witness is not a member of the medical society of the
State of South Carolina. He stated that there are doctors in
his county who are members of the state society.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
The witness stated that a county medical society was

recently organized at Cheraw. He was invited to go in but
did not do it. He stated that he is acquainted in Patrick,
S. C, but he is not acquainted with the name McNab.

TESTIMONY OF DR. C. A. GLOVER
Dr. C. A. Glover was called as a witness for the plaintiffin rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
Dr. C. A. Glover testified that he resides at Chesterfield,S. C, and he has lived there since December, 1915. He

previously lived at Ashford, Ala. He knows a few of the
people in Ruby. The witness knows practically all the peo¬ple in Chesterfield and has practiced some in Ruby. He has
been in Dr. Newsom's home. The witness considers the gen¬eral reputation of Dr. Newsom in the community for truthand veracity as bad, and he would not believe him on oath.
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The witness lived in Ash ford from August, 1910, until
November, 1915. He graduated in the Atlanta School of
Medicine. He is acquainted with Frank Sellers, of Cotton-
wood, Ala., and considers the general reputation of Frank
Sellers for truth and veracity as bad and he would not
believe him on oath. He knows Josh Granger, but has had
no dealings with him.

Dr. Glover has prescribed Wine of Cardui three or four
times. He prescribed for his wife when she was troubled
with dysmenorrhea. He has been married five years. He
prescribed Wine of Cardui for his wife about three years
after he was married. Previously he had given her practically
everything he knows with only temporary relief. He obtained
equally as good results and practically better with the Wine
of Cardui than any other remedies. He stated that his wife
has Wine of Cardui at home and still uses it occasionally.
She begins five or six days before the period and takes it
through the period.

Dr. Glover also prescribed Wine of Cardui for E. W., who
suffered amenorrhea and scanty menstruation mostly at her
periods. Before using Wine of Cardui he gave her ovarian
extract, hydrastis, ergot, iron tonics of various kinds, strych¬
nin and arsenic with practically no result. He testified that
he began to use Wine of Cardui about January, 1915, and the
patient is practically well. She did not know what she was

taking as he did not prescribe it in the original bottle. The
•patient is now all right. He last saw her on Wednesday
previous to testifying.

The witness also prescribed Wine of Cardui for Mrs.
F. McK., who suffered with dysmenorrhea ; she is a school
teacher. She had been married five years. He began treat¬
ing her after she was married, giving her viburnum and
various viburnum compounds, H. V. C, and hydrastis. He
sometimes used deodorized tincture of opium and advised
rest in bed during the period. He obtained very little results,
stating that the patient was sick for a week at each period.
In 1912 or 1913 he began to give Wine of Cardui, but she
did not know what she was taking at the time she com¬
menced taking it. She knows it now and keeps it on hand in
the original bottle. While he was prescribing Wine of Cardui
he also gave her cardo-septic tablets as a local application.
He considers the results good. Since that time the patient
has been able to teach school and does not lose any time. She
had leukorrhea before but has not leukorrhea now.

The witness also prescribed Wine of Cardui to Miss M.,
13 years of age, who had been suffering with amenorrhea.
She had never menstruated. He first gave her ovarian extract,
ergot, hydrastis, and Jamaica dogwood. The patient would
have pains in the stomach and nervous attacks, and would
faint. He did not secure any results with the previously men¬

tioned remedies. For four or five months he gave her Wine
of Cardui and the patient is all right today. "Whether Cardui
did it or not, she is all right." He does not know whether or

not she is still taking Wine of Cardui.
The witness stated that he does not know a man by the

name of Bob Cook, who ran a drug store in Ash ford.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

On cross-examination the witness stated that he graduated
at the Atlanta School of Medicine. He took the Alabama
Board and passed it. He took the examination one time.
He did not take any other examinations elsewhere.

The witness has been married about five years and has one

child. He testified that his wife suffered with dysmenorrhea
and he does not know the cause. He thinks the principal
cause is endometritis. She also had leukorrhea. He does
not know the cause of these conditions. He tried to find
out and made an examination with a speculum. He did not
use a microscope. His wife has no discharge now to amount
to anything. The witness stated he did not think it necessary
to make a microscopic examination. His wife has endome¬
tritis to some extent. Mrs. Glover was also examined by
Dr. Moody of Dothan, Ala. He knows that Dr. Moody did
not use a microscope to examine the discharge. The mani¬
festation of endometritis is a leukorrhea discharge, he believes.
Dr. Glover stated that the leukorrheal discharge has not been

bad in the last two years, but Mrs. Glover still has it to some
extent and also some pain. He stated that the following con¬
ditions may produce endometritis : gonorrheal infections,
lacerations, retroflexion and rétroversion, prolapsus, ovaritis
and infections of the fallopian tubes.

The witness examined his wife's uterus and found it in
the proper position with no lacerations. He was not able to
find any evidence of infection in the tubes. He thinks that
by palpation of the ovaries and the tubes he could determine
that everything was right in the tubes. The ovaries are all
right as far as he knows. He undertook to palpate the ova¬
ries, and so far as he knew they were normal. He stated
that he probably could not palpate the ovaries if they were
normal, and finally, he knew the ovaries were normal because
he could not palpate them. He stated that if there is any
active inflammation of the ovaries they may be palpated.
Dr. Glover believes that if there is an active inflammation of
the ovaries they would probably be inflamed, tender and sen¬
sitive and that they might not be palpated in every case. He
thinks Mrs. Glover's condition was a simple endometritis.
The cervix of the uterus was small and he believes that the
small cervix set up the endometritis from irritation. He
stated that very likely there would be some form of infection
with it. He knows that Mrs. Glover did not have specific
infection. He has not examined the cervix for some time.
He last examined it about a year ago and found it larger
than on the first examination. He does not know what caused
it to contract in the first place nor what caused it to enlarge.
The witness stated that a woman could have a contracted
cervix after giving birth to a child. He believes that she
could have painful menstruation without a contracted cervix.
In treating his wife he used douches of normal salt solution
and of cardo-septic. He also used H. V. C. and hydrastis.

Q.—What is H. V. C. ? A.—H. V. C. is some form of viburnum,in which there is a little oil of anise and cloves, and alcohol—
Q.—What is that? A.—H. V.—Hayden's Viburnum Compound.
Q.—What is Hayden's Viburnum Compound? A.—I just mentioned

it, that it has alcohol and viburnum and oil of anise, and oil of
cloves, aromatic—

Q.—How do you know it has? A.—That is what it has on the
bottle—I. don't know.

Q.—What is the viburnum? A.—Viburnum opulus.
Q.—Viburnum opulus? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—How much alcohol is in it, do you know? A.—No, sir; I cer¬

tainly don't.
Q.—It is a proprietary medicine, is it not? A.—It is a proprie¬

tary medicine.
Mr. Fowler:—Your Honor, I think this is going beyond

cross-examination.
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—In what size doses did you give it? A.—

A teaspoonful in hot water every two or three hours, according to
the indications, whether you get relief or not.

Q.—What else did you give her? A.—I gave her ergot; hydrastis.
Q.—What did you give the ergot for? A.—For a tonic—uterine

tonic.
Q.—What doses did you give it? A.—About 15 drops, three times

a day.
Q.—Ergot, fifteen drops three times a day? A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—That is the medicinal dose, is it? A.—That is the tonic dose.
Q.—On what theory did you give her ergot? A.—To increase thfe

congestion of the pelvic organs—increase the blood supply and tone
it up, as a general tonic—which it is supposed to do.

Q.—Doesn't it do just—doesn't it have just the opposite effect,
Doctor?  .-—No, sir; that is in the tonic doses

—

it increases it,
hydrastis—

Q.—On a contracted cervix what would be the effect of ergot, in—
The Court:—Mr. Scofield, this witness does not appear

as an expert, you know. He is testifying about facts.
The Witness:—I am testifying to what I know.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I do not know whether he is or not,

Your Honor, but I know he is testifying to certain things
that he professes to have done.

The Court :—Yes.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—And the reason why he did it.
The Witness:—I can give you—
Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Now, as to the physiological action

of those things that he used, I think I am entitled to an
answer.

The Witness:—I do not know the physiological action of everything
—every drug I use. I use a heap of things. I don't know the com¬

ponent parts of Wine of Cardui, for that matter. I know it has done
good. I use anything that is good. I try out—and will give it a
trial—I am not a "patent medicine" man, or anything like that; but I
know what I used—
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Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—I am not asking you—
Mr. Fowler:—Let the witness finish.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I am not going to sit here and listen

to a speech of that kind.
Mr. Hough:—You should listen to his explanation.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—I am objecting to that sort of an

answer and move that it be stricken out.
Mr. Hough:—Finish your answer.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—! am objecting, if the Court please, to

any such answer.
The Court :—The witness said he did not know what was

in a great many drugs which he gave, but he was willing to
give anything a trial—that is what I think he said. .

Mr. T. J. Scofield:—What I am inquiring about is the
physiological action—

The Witness:—I don't know. I don't know the physiolog¬
ical action of all things.

The Court :—Well, he says he don't know.
The Witness:—I am not supposed to know.
Dr. Glover testified that the first one he gave Wine of

Cardui to was Mrs. F. McK. He did not know what was in
the Wine of Cardui. He was trying to see whether it was any
good. Wine of Cardui was sold in the drug stores in which
he was interested, but he is not interested in any drug store
now. He prescribed the Wine of Cardui, but not in the
original bottle.

An adjournment was taken until 2 o'clock the same day.
May 22, 1916, Afternoon

testimony of dr. c. a. glover (Continued)
Dr. C. A. Glover resumed the stand as a witness on behalf

of the plaintiff in rebuttal.
FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness stated that he is testifying concerning three
patients to whom he gave Wine of Cardui. In two cases they
were girls with amenorrhea, who were thirteen or fourteen
years old. He does not know how long they had been
troubled with the condition before he treated them. He stated
that he did not know what the cause of the amenorrhea was
in either of the cases. He did not try to find out the cause
but treated them for the symptoms. He thinks the cause in
one case was anemia caused by chlorosis, perhaps from
malaria. He treated this patient with quinin, strychnin and
arsenic. He did not give her Wine of Cardui until he had
given her these tonics. He did not know whether or not the
quinin did any good because he did not examine her blood.

Besides the quinin he gave her Warburg's tincture. He
thought that sl\g needed medicine besides that to remove the
malarial element. He does not think that removal of the
cause allows the conditions to right themselves. Dr. Glover
stated that he did not know the cause of the amenorrhea in
the second case. He gave her 2Vz or 3 grain doses of ovarian
extract three times a day. He stated that the ovarian extract
increased the secretion of the ovary. He stated that there
is an internal secretion of the ovary but the medical profes¬
sion does not know what it is. It is an internal secretion
like that of the suprarenal glands. Because the treatment was

not doing her good he gave her Wine of Cardui—just to
see what it would do. The patient got better, but he would
not swear that the Wine of Cardui did the work.

There are 1,200 people in Chesterfield ; the witness knows
most of them. He also knows a few people in Ruby. He
met Dr. Newsom once since moving to Chesterfield. He has
no personal acquaintance with Dr. Newsom and does not want
to know him. He gave the names of the people whom he
has heard speak of Dr. Newsom's reputation for truth and
veracity. He also gave the names of the people whom he
heard speak of Frank Sellers' reputation for truth and
veracity. He then gave the names of the people whom he
heard speak of Josh Granger's reputation for truth and
veracity.

The witness stated that the only ones with whom he spoke
about coming to Chicago were Mr. Levy and someone from
Bowling Green, Ky.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
The witness stated that someone had corresponded with

him from Bowling Green, Ky., about coming to Chicago.

This was at the time when he lived in Ashford. He answered
the letter and they sent him a blank to fill out. Later Dr.
Moody at Cottonwood told him about the suit.

The witness testified that he was giving quinin three or
four months before he gave Wine of Cardui and the girl had
not gotten any better in the meantime.

TESTIMONY OF MR. CLARENCE L. GOLDSTEIN

Mr. Clarence L. Goldstein was called as a witness for the
plaintiff in rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Goldstein testified that he resides in Oakdale, Temi.,
and he has known Joe Cooper for ten or twelve years. The
witness is an engineer on the C. N. O. & T. P. Railway. He
has been an engineer for two years and two months.

The witness testified that he did not tell Joe Cooper that
he drank Wine of Cardui. He never tasted it that he knows
about. He has seen it in bottles. He does not know that
Wine of Cardui has alcohol in it or anything about its ingre¬
dients. He stated that six or eight months ago Joe Cooper
told him that there was a gentleman in Oakdale to see him
about coming up as a witness.

The witness testified that when Cooper came back to Oak¬
dale after having been in Chicago he asked Mr. Goldstein
would he give him a statement that he had drank Wine of
Cardui and did not know what it was. The witness stated
that no one had ever offered him any money to testify for
the defendant.

Mr. Scofield offered the record to show that Joe Cooper
had not testified that the witness had drank Wine of Cardui.
He had stated that Mr. Goldstein had drank whisky.

The Court :—I think that part of it may stand. I think
you ought to be in a position, gentlemen, to point out in the
record what you are trying to impeach the former witness
on, because it ought not to be necessary for it to be all read
over here. You ought to know, it is your witness.

Mr. Fowler:—Your Honor, I did not know. I know he tes¬
tified to that particular thing.

The Court :—Unless you are prepared to show about Cooperoffering him money, I shall sustain the objection.
Mr. Walker:—I am only talking from recollection.
The Court :—I will give you an opportunity to show me

that, if you have it there.
Mr. Fowler:—You can cross-examine. I don't remember

that he was examined about it.
Mr. T. J. Scofield:—There is nothing to examine on, yourHonor, that is all. So that answer to that question—is that

in or out?
The Court:—It is in, if the question was asked in the rec¬

ord and it is out, if it was not.
Mr. Walker:—Then we will examine the record, and tell

your Honor whether it is there or not. If it is not there, it
ought to be out.

(Cross-examination waived.)
TESTIMONY OF MR. W. J. JOHNSON

Mr. W. J. Johnson was called as witness for the plaintiff
in rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
Mr. W. J. Johnson testified that he lives in Oakdale. He

has been engaged in business for 14 years, and has known Joe
Cooper 10 or 11 years. He considers Joe Cooper's general
reputation for truth and veracity as bad, and he would not
believe him on oath.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
The witness testified that Joe Cooper has been a barber for

three or four years. He has been working pretty steadily
at this job for the last three or four years. He thinks
Cooper owns his shop. The witness does no» shave in Cooper's
barber shop. Joe Cooper lives on one side of the EmoryRiver and the witness lives on the other side. Joe Cooper is
a married man with one child. He occasionally buys goods
from the witness. He owes the witness some money, which
the witness lent him some six or seven years ago. Joe Cooper
is a poor man.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
The witness testified that he is a member of the CityCouncil. He stated that his judgment as to the reputation of
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Joe Cooper is not biased by the fact that Joe Cooper owes
him money.

TESTIMONY OF MR. T. J. LYNCH

Mr. T. J. Lynch was called as a witness for the plaintiff in
rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Lynch testified that he is a road foreman of engines for
the C. N. O. & T. P. R. R., and resides in Oakdale, Tenn.
He has lived in Oakdale for nine years and has known Joe
Cooper for eleven years. He considers Joe Cooper's reputa¬
tion bad and would not believe him on oath.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness testified that he has had dealings with Joe
Cooper. He lent him a fish net once and Joe Cooper would
not pay for it. Joe Cooper has done some barber work for
the witness. Joe Cooper owes him about $6, and the witness
paid him for the barber work. The fish net transaction
occurred three or four years ago. The witness has not felt
unkindly to Joe Cooper since, but he does not think he is
honest. He mentioned several persons who had spoken to
him about Joe Cooper's reputation.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

The witness stated that he had also heard other persons
speak about Joe Cooper's reputation.

RECROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness named several others whom he heard talk about
Joe Cooper. Following the appearance in Oakdale of a man
from the Chattanooga Medicine Co., the witness and others
were talking about Joe Cooper's reputation. The witness tes¬
tified that he paid his own expenses to Chicago and he expects
the Chattanooga Medicine Co. to pay him back and to pay him
a per diem.

TESTIMONY OF MR. H. J. ELLIS

Mr. H. J. Ellis was called as a witness for the plaintiff in
rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Ellis testified that he resides in Ashford, Ala. He is a

druggist and has been living there for three years. He knows
Josh Granger, and has known him for three weeks. He con¬

siders Josh Granger's reputation for truth and veracity as

bad. He is not well enough acquainted with him to say that
he would not believe him on oath. The witness obtained his
knowledge of Granger's reputation from Dr. Granger, who is
a distant relative of Josh Granger, and from Mr. Gresham.
The witness did not know anything about Granger's reputa¬
tion before three weeks ago.

Mr. Scofield moved that the evidence be stricken out. The
Court stated that it could stand for what it is worth—that is,
the three weeks' reputation.

The witness stated that he knows nothing about the repu¬
tation of Mr. Sellers.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness testified that he knows nothing about Josh
Granger except what the gentlemen mentioned have said.

The Couht:—Let me ask a question. Were you investigating for
yourself or did somebody come up and confide in you that this man
did not tell the truth? A.—No, sir, I was not investigating for
myself.

Q.—How did it happen that this came up? A.—It came up when
we were reading the American Medical Journal, reading his testimony.

Q.—Who was reading it? A.—Dr. Granger and several other fel¬
lows, Dr. Glover.

Q.—Where was this, in lodge meeting or in the railroad station or
the general store, or where was it? A.—It was in the drug store at
home. .

Q.—How many people were there? A.—Why, I suppose there was
three or four standing around.

Q.—And the information you got about this man was received at
that time? A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—And only from the people that were in the drug store at that
time? A.—People that actually know him. I ' did not, only I had
met him.

Q.—The information came from the people that were in the drug
store at that time? A.—Yes, sir.

Mr. T. J. Scofield: Q.—Was Dr. Glover there?  .—Yes, sir.
Q.—That is the doctor who was on the witness stand a while ago?

A.—Yes, sir.

Q.—Did he have The Journal there? A.—Really I do not kno.v,
sir: I don't know where The Journal came from, but it was there.

Q.—It was there? A.—Yes, sir, I do not know even who it
belonged to.

Q.—In that conversation Dr. Glover took part? A.—No, sir, he did
not.

Q.—Well, he was there present? A.—He was there present.
Q.—Dr. Glover has not been living—how long did Dr. Glover live

in that town? A.—Well, he lived there about three years since I came
there. He came there—I came there three years ago. He was there
then and I understand that he was there two years prior to that time.

Q.—He is not living there now? A.—No, sir.
Q.—But he had come down there, had he, from up at Chesterfield ?

A.—Yes, sir.
Q.—And was there that evening when this conversation was going

on? A.—Yes, sir.
The witness testified that Mr. E. A. Wheatley arranged for

him to come to Chicago. Mr. Wheatley sent him a telegram
about four days ago.

TESTIMONY OF MR. G. M. GRESHAM
Mr. G. M. Gresham was called as a witness for the plaintiff

in rebuttal.
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Gresham testified that he resides in Coitonwood, Ala.,
and has lived there seventeen or eighteen years. He has
known Frank Sellers ten or twelve years. He considers
Frank Sellers' general reputation

"

for truth and veracity as
bad, and he could not believe him on oath.

The witness is now in the livery business. He was formerly
a druggist. He knows Bob Cook, who kept a general store.
Bob Cook died in 1903. The witness testified that when he
kept a drug store he sold perhaps a half gross of Wine of
Cardui a year. He does not know anything about the sales
that Sellers' made. Sellers' was a small general store.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
Mr. Graham testified that he ran a drug store from 1908

until 1912. He sold Wine of Cardui during that time at $1 a
bottle or six bottles for $5. Mr. Sellers was with his father
about five miles out in the country. He used to come into
town. He would come in and get soda water, Manola, coca
cola or Wine of Cardui or anything he wanted to get. He
would not sell him pure alcohol, and he does not think that he
ever called for alcohol. Frank Sellers is a farmer ; he for¬
merly taught school. He teaches practically every'winter. Mr.
Sellers' father still operates a little store in the country. Prac¬
tically all general stores in that region sell Wine of Cardui.

The witness testified that Frank Sellers kept a little business
in Cottonwood, which ran a few months and "went bursted
and smuggled the goods out." People have befti talking about
him since that time. Afterwards the people located the stock
of groceries and took them back. More talk concerning his
reputation for truth and veracity has occurred since this law¬
suit than before. The witness read about Mr. Sellers' testi¬
mony in the Montgomery Advertiser and the Dalton Eagle.
The witness gave the name of various persons who talked
about the testimony.

Dr. Ellis asked the witness to come to Chicago. The wit¬
ness expects to be paid for his expenses and to receive a per
diem. Mr. Gresham stated that when Dr. Ellis called him up
he told him that he -(Dr. Ellis) was working for the Wine of
Cardui people. The witness told Dr. Ellis that Mr. Sellers
was a crook and he had best let him alone. The witness made
this statement owing to the fact that Mr. Sellers broke up the
business and on his evidence in this suit as a witness, which
was read to him from The Journal.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

On redirect examination the witness stated that when Mr.
Sellers broke up he took the goods from the store and deliv¬
ered them to other houses. Further questions along this line
were ruled out by the Court.

RECROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD

The witness testified that Mr. Sellers is still employed by
the school directors as a schoolteacher.

TESTIMONY OF MR. H. B. WILLIAMS

Mr. H. B. Williams was called as a witness for the plaintiff
in rebuttal.
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DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER
Mr. Williams testified that he is in the automobile business

in Ashford, Ala., where he has lived for 14 years. He was

deputy sheriff for four years. He knows Frank Sellers. He
considers his reputation for truth and veracity in that section
as pretty bad. He does not believe he would believe Mr.
Sellers on oath.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
Q.—You say you don't believe you would? A.—I don't believe I

would, no, sir.
Q.—Why do you hesitate, Mr. Williams? A.—Well, the reputation

that he bears right in his community and in his home section.
Q.—Well, I know, but why do. you hesitate, I say, about it?

A.—Well, I wanted to look into it before I went to put a man's
oath down.

Q.—What? A.—I wanted to look into it before I put the man's
oath down.

Q.—Sure, you wanted to know? A.—I wanted to feel that I was
right about it.

TESTIMONY OF MR. DOW HARRELSON

Mr. Harrelson was called as a witness for the plaintiff in
rebuttal.

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. Harrelson testified that he resides in Charleston, S. C.
He knows J. Reed McCoy who lives in St. Charles, which is
about 55 or 60 miles from Charleston. The witness testified
that McCoy did not at any time see him drink Wine of Cardui.
He stated that he has never drunk Wine of Cardui. Attor¬
neys for the defendant waived the cross-examination.

TESTIMONY OF MR. WILLIAM MARBURY (colored)
Mr. William Marbury was called as» witness for the plaintiff

in rebuttal.
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mr. William Marbury testified that he resides in Sylacauga,
Ala. He was raised in Kellyton and left there about six
months ago. He used to work for Mr. Hester. The witness
was known in Kellyton as "Button." The witness was the
only colored man in Kellyton called "Button." He knows Dr.
Maxwell. He stated that Dr. Maxwell never saw him drink
Wine of Cardui.

The witness testified that he does not drink whisky or

anything like it. The attorneys for the defendant waived the
cross-examination.

TESTIMONY OF MRS. E. E. GILLIAND
Mrs. E. E. Gilliand was called as witness for the plaintiff in

rebuttal.
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. FOWLER

Mrs. E. E. Gilliand testified that she has lived in Kellyton
for ten months. Her maiden name was Sally Bailey. So far
as she knows she is the only Sally Bailey that married a
Gilliand. Her husband's name is Edward. Before marriage
she taught school. The witness knows Dr. Maxwell. He did
not treat her in 1912.

The witness is now taking Wine of Cardui. She began
taking it in February or March. When Dr. Maxwell took
care of her last December nothing was said to him about
Wine of Cardui. She first told Dr. Maxwell that she was
taking Wine of Cardui the first of the week before he came
up here. She has not taught school since she was married.
She stated that it was not mentioned between her and Dr.
Maxwell how much Wine of Cardui she was taking. She first
took three tablespoonfuls a day, and after that two tablespoon-
fuls a day. She considers that she is in better condition than
when she first began to take it.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. T. J. SCOFIELD
The witness testified, that her health is not as good as it

ought to be and has not been good for some time. Her health
has been bad for several years. She first began taking Wine
of Cardui in 1911. She took about five bottles. She did not
take any in 1912 or 1913 that she remembers of. She may have
taken one or two bottles, but never more than that at one
time. In 1916 she commenced taking it again—during the last
of February—and is still taking it.

DEPOSITIONS
Some depositions were then read and an adjournment was

taken until Tuesday, May 23, 1916.
(To be continued)

The Prone Trendelenburg Position
To the Editor:\p=m-\Inperforming proctectomy following coc-

cygectomy, with or without partial sacrectomy, the patient
is placed prone in the shape of an inverted V, the buttocks
at the apex. This position is usually, but erroneously I
believe, called the reverse Trendelenburg. I am writing to
suggest that it be called the prone Trendelenburg, a name
which more accurately describes the relation of the two
positions\p=m-\onesupine, the other prone.

Herman B. Gessner, M.D., New Orleans.

Queries and Minor Notes

Anonymous Communications and queries on postal cards will not
be noticed. Every letter must contain the writer's name and address,
but these will be omitted, on request.

AROMATIC SPIRITS OF AMMONIA
To the Editor:—The query of Dr. W. R. T. concerning aromatic

spirits (The Journal, July 1, 1916, p. 65) recalls to my mind an
incident which happened to me a few years ago. As I was returning
from my vacation, the train on which I was traveling through New
England struck a carriage containing an elderly couple. The man was
not seriously injured, but the woman was pulseless and in a state of
profound shock. They were both put in the baggage car and the train
sped on its way toward the next town. In the interval I gave hypo¬
dermic injections of digitalis and strychnin. When we arrived at the
town the local doctor, who had been summoned by telegraph, was there
to meet us. He stepped aboard the train, felt the woman's pulse,
opened his medicine case, poured out some yellowish liquid into a
glass, gave it to the patient, who was by this time beginning to recover
consciousness, and stepped back saying with dramatic fervor, "Now
you can move her with perfect safety." I was eager to learn what
this wonderful remedy was which could so suddenly banish the evils
of shock, and so I looked over his shoulder as he replaced the bottle in
his medicine case. It was labeled "aromatic spirits of ammonia."

I wish to point out that not only is the quantity of ammonium car¬
bonate in the aromatic spirits of ammonia too small to have any stimu¬
lant action as Dr. T. points out, but that ammonium carbonate in any
dose when given by the stomach can have no appreciable effect on the
circulation. Being a crystalloid substance it is at once absorbed into
the intestinal veins and carried directly to the liver, where it is broken
up into urea. So many physiologists have confirmed the fact that
ammonium salts are changed in the system to urea that one must
regard it as a demonstrated fact. If the ammonium carbonate is
injected subcutaneously it is carried to the heart before it reaches the
liver, and hence may exercise a stimulant action on the circulatory
apparatus. I might also point out, however, that the stimulant effects
of ammonium salts even when injected into the circulation are extremely
fugacious, lasting not more than five or ten minutes.

Any stimulating effect which may be observed after the oral admin¬
istration of aromatic spirits of ammonia is due either to a psychic
effect or to its local irritant action on the gastric mucosa, just as the
irritation by ammonium carbonate, in the form of smelling salts, of
the mucous membrane of the nose may reflexly excite the medulla.
If the stimulant action of ammonium carbonate administered by the
mouth is due to its local irritant effect on the mucous membrane of
the stomach, it is evidently a matter of minor importance whether the
irritant is alcoholic or ammoniacal or a combination.

Horatio C. Wood, Jr., Philadelphia.

PASTEURIZATION OF MILK BY FLASH AND HOLDING
METHODS

To the Editor:—One of our dairymen plans to put in a pasteurizing
plant to care for his milk. He finds there is a difference in opinion
as to the temperature and length of time of heating that is considered
effective pasteurizing. Before investing he wishes to be sure that he
can get the best results from such a plant. Can you give me this
information or refer me to some authority?

Charles C. Allen, M.D., Austin, Minn.
Answer.—"Flash" pasteurization consists in heating to a

temperature of from 178 F. (Pennsylvania law for pasteuriza¬
tion of dairy by-products) to 185 F. (Michigan law). "Hold¬
ing" pasteurization employs a lower temperature for a longer
period (Michigan law, 145 F. for thirty minutes). The hold¬
ing process is usually considered safer and more desirable
for the pasteurization of whole milk. The U. S. Department
of Agriculture has published a number of bulletins dealing
with pasteurization, and many of them are available for free
distribution.
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